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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 6/28/2006, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. New grounds of rejection are set forth below. 

2. Claims 11-28 are pending in this application. Claims 11, 21 and 26 are 
independent claims. This application claims foreign priority dated 12/24/1999. 

3. The present title of the invention is "Method for interactive construction of virtual 
3D circuit models"" as filed originally. 

Specification 

4. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

The invention is about object manipulation in mechanical CAD, which has 
nothing to do with "circuit". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior office action. 

6 Claims 11-15, 21-24 and 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mukouchi et al. (6,104,403). 

As per claim 11, Mukouchi et al., hereinafter Mukouchi discloses a method of 
manipulating computer aided design (CAD) objects, comprising: 

receiving user input to associate two CAD objects, wherein said user input 
identifies a coupling between said two CAD objects selected from a group of 
connections consisting of: a vertex-to-vertex connection, an axis-to-axis connection, an 
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edge-to-axis connection, and a face-to-face connection (Figure 21 where 1 14 is a door 
and 1 12 is a door frame; the connection between the two is an edge-to-edge 
connection); 

displaying said two CAD objects according to the coupling identified by the user 
input (Figure 22 where the hinge unit of the door frame model with the reference points 
1 1 6 and 1 1 8 are identified as the coupling); 

calculating a reduction in degrees of freedom between said two CAD objects 
caused by said identified coupling calculating and providing on the screen an indication 
of a remaining degrees of freedom of the components after the change has been made 
(Figure 19 depicts the calculation steps; Figure 24 is an explanatory diagram of the 
degree of freedom between assembling part models having two points junction 
reference data", column 6, line 11-13; TIG. 24 illustrates an assembly model appearing 
after attaching the door part model 1 14 to the door frame part model 1 12 at the two 
junction reference points", column 15, line 33-35. Since the door is hinged after 
movements, it shows lesser degree of freedom of movement. Since Mukouchi teaches 
the movement of the model (Figure 19- S1-S7), and the movement shows the degree of 
freedom (Figure 22 and 24 which shows that after the reference points 1 1 6 and 1 18 are 
hinged, the movement of the door is restricted to an angular movement and no other 
possible movement is indicated), it is inherent that Mukouchi is calculating for the 
movement of the object and the degree of freedom); and 

displaying an indication of said reduction in said degrees of freedom in 
association with the display of said two CAD objects (Figure 24 displays reduction of 
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freedom after connection where the arrow and dash lines are the indications showing 
the restricted movement after the edges are connected). 

Mukouchi teaches assembling 3D object model. It is noted that Mukouchi does 
not explicitly mention his Figure 24 is used for a CAD system. However, since Mukouchi 
teaches his objects are created using CAD technique (Figure 7, line 52), it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply it to a CAD system in order to 
exemplify a possible movement of an object. 

7. As per claim 12, Mukouchi demonstrated all the elements as disclosed in the 
rejected claim 1 1 , and further discloses at least one of said two CAD objects comprises 
a group of subcomponents (Figure 50 where each CAD object is a complex object with 
a pluralities of sub-components). 

8. As per claim 13, Mukouchi demonstrated all the elements as disclosed in the 
rejected claim 1 1 , and further discloses: 

verifying that said identified coupling is consistent with a prior coupling between 
said two CAD objects before performing said displaying said two CAD objects ("In case 
of the mode 2 assembling process, as in Fig. 15 for instance, the movements of the 
assembling part models are checked in the state where the basic part model 64 which 
is the assembling object and the part models 66 and 68 to be assembled are arranged 
in the world coordinate space", column 14, line 41- column 15, line 9, where checking 
the state is a verifying process). 

9. As per claim 14, Mukouchi demonstrated all the elements as disclosed in the 
rejected claim 1 1 , and further discloses: 
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receiving user input to position said two CAD objects relative to each other 
before receiving said user input that identifies a coupling between said two CAD objects 
("Figure 10A and 10B illustrate another embodiment of processing for assembling 
together part models having one point junction reference data. Fig. 10A shows the 
preassembling state in which the part models 30 and 46 are arranged in the world 
coordinate space, with the part models 30 and 46 having junction reference points 32 
and 48 set in there respective intra-model units column 11, line 51-64); and 

displaying said two CAD objects according to relative positioning (Figure 10B). 
10. As per claim 15, Mukouchi demonstrated all the elements as disclosed in the 
rejected claim 14, and further discloses: 

calculating a reduction in degrees of freedom caused by said relative positioning 
of said two CAD objects (Figure 19 depicts the calculation steps; Figure 24 is an 
explanatory diagram of the degree of freedom between assembling part models having 
two points junction reference data", column 6, line 11-13; "FIG. 24 illustrates an 
assembly model appearing after attaching the door part model 1 14 to the door frame 
part model 1 12 at the two junction reference points", column 15, line 33-35. Since the 
door is hinged after movements, it shows lesser degree of freedom of movement. 
Before the door is hinged, the door is moveable in both lateral and angular direction; 
afterward, the door is moveable only in angular direction, therefore, it is lesser degree of 
freedom); and 

displaying said reduction in degrees of freedom in association with display of said 
two CAD objects (displaying an indication of said reduction in said degrees of freedom 
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in association with the display of said two CAD objects (Figure 24 displays reduction of 
freedom after connection). 

11. As per claim 21 , Mukouchi discloses a computer aided design (CAD) system, 
comprising: 

means for defining a virtual environment in which CAD objects are manipulated 
(Figure 1 is the means and Figure 21 is a virtual environment); 

and since the rest of the limitations are similar to claim 1 1 , they are similarly 
rejected as in claim 1 1 . 

12. As per claim 22, since the claim limitation is similar to claim 12, it is similarly 
rejected as claim 12. 

13. As claim 23, since the claim limitation is similar to claim 13, it is similarly rejected 
as claim 13. 

14. As claim 24, since the claim limitation is similar to claim 14, it is similarly rejected 
as claim 14. 

1 5. As per claim 26, Mukouchi discloses a method, comprising: 

providing a virtual environment in which computer aided design (CAD) objects 
are manipulated (Figure 21 is a virtual environment); 

and since the rest of the limitations are similar to claim 1 1 , they are similarly 
rejected as in claim 1 1 . 

16. As per claim 27, since the claim limitation is similar to claim 12, it is similarly 
rejected as claim 12. 
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1 7. As per 28, since the claim limitation is similar to claim 1 3, it is similarly rejected 
as claim 13. 

18. Claims 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mukouchi et al. as applied to claim 1 1 above, and further in view of Bentley et al. 
(6,341,291). 

19. As per claim 16, Mukouchi demonstrated all the elements as disclosed in the 
rejected claim 1 1 . 

Mukouchi discloses a method of changing the relative position and/or orientation 
of two components of a virtual model. It is noted that Mukouchi does not explicitly 
disclose "said receiving, displaying said two CAD objects, calculating, and displaying an 
indication are performed by a collaborative design application associated with a plurality 
of users", however, this is known in the art as taught by Bentley. Bentley discloses a 
computer network used in CAD design where a central server is used ("A plurality of 
client computers are bi-directionally connected to the server", Abstract, line 8-9; see 
also title "System for collaborative engineering using component and file-oriented 
tools"). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Bentley into Mukouchi because 
Mukouchi discloses a method of changing the relative position and/or orientation of two 
components of a virtual model and Bentley discloses the CAD data be shared in a 
network environment in order to be used by a plurality of users. 
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20. As per claim 17, Mukouchi and Bentley demonstrated all the elements as 
disclosed in the rejected claim 16, and Bentley further discloses maintains a virtual 
model including said two CAD objects, and wherein said displaying said two CAD 
objects and displaying said indication are performed by communicating only changes in 
said virtual model caused by said identified coupling ("Each client computer may obtain 
the current version of the components and may send locally edited versions of the 
components back to the server to replace the current versions in the repository", 
Abstract line 9-13, where the locally edited version is considered a portion of the original 
image). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Bentley into Mukouchi because 
Mukouchi discloses a method of changing the relative position and/or orientation of two 
components of a virtual model and Bentley discloses the CAD data be shared in a 
network environment in order to be used by a plurality of users. 

21. As per claim 18, Mukouchi and Bentley demonstrated all the elements as 
disclosed in the rejected claim 16, and Bentley further discloses: 

locking one of said two CAD objects in response to user input from a respective 
user, prior to receiving user input to associate two CAD objects, to prevent other users 
from manipulating said locked CAD object ("If there are unresolved conflicts, that is, 
components that have been modified and committed by another user and have also 
been changed locally, then commit is blocked", column 13, line 8-1 1 , where blocked 
commit is considered locking ... to prevent). 
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Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Bentley into Mukouchi because 
Mukouchi discloses a method of changing the relative position and/or orientation of two 
components of a virtual model and Bentley discloses usage by other user can be 
blocked in order to avoid conflict. 

22. As per claim 19, Mukouchi and Bentley demonstrated all the elements as 
disclosed in the rejected claim 16. 

As for unlocking said one of said two CAD objects after displaying said two CAD 
objects according to the identified coupling, since the lock signal is established to 
prevent changes by other, it is obvious the lock signal is removed after change has 
been made in order to prevent hanging of the system. 

23. Claims 20 and 25 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mukouchi as applied to claim 11 above, and further in view of Noyama (5,594,850). 

24. As per claim 20, Mukouchi demonstrated all the elements as disclosed in the 
rejected claim 1 1 . 

Mukouchi discloses a method of changing the relative position and/or orientation 
of two components of a virtual model. It is noted that Mukouchi does not explicitly 
disclose wherein said displaying said two CAD objects comprises: applying a 
transformation matrix to at least one of said two CAD objects, however, this is known in 
the art as taught by Noyama et al., hereafter Noyama. Noyama discloses a method of 
simulating images in which a transformation matrix is calculated between a source 
image and a destination image (204-208 of Figure 1 1 ). 
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Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Noyama into Mukouchi because 
Mukouchi discloses a method of changing the relative position and/or orientation of two 
components of a virtual model and Noyama discloses a transformation matrix between 
two images can be calculated in order to facilitate the transformation. 

25. As claim 25, since the claim limitation is similar to claim 20, it is similarly rejected 
as claim 20. 

Response to Arguments 

26. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 1-28 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

27. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan R. Yang whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7666. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Razavi can be reached on (571) 272-7664. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

28. To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41 .31 followed 
by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41 .37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and 
appeal brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth 
in 37 CFR 41 .20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant 
must pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by 
signing below: 




Ryan Yang 
Primary Examiner 
September 15, 2006 
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